Dear T 'aul 


4/13/70 


ds ■fca’-d.ng ionger taan I'd expected to answer your mailinp in®- 
luuing your letter of the third, but there are sane things I've had to concern 
myself tr th, like Skolnick’s hazard, and with a bit of decent weather, I've been 
combining a halting body-rebuilding program with some necessary and overdue 

doz^ 8 Io U 1o^tS aCe “ ?eSt9 f da ^/ ^ eautlful Suad8 y» I aade not fewer than a 
.^■n 40 '"’^ * t pS ^ ita a loaded wheelbarrow (having also dug the earth in it), 

Tr 1 ’ S “f f/ aBIly 9a P ty downhill, and possible as many carrying buckets of 

f S 8 f air 8m0Unt ot> work for ^ th8Sa days. Felt good, but tired me. 
aye perhaps -0 minutes before taking my wife to work l this is her last 

! f, a of xt as “o^ 88 ^ clean up the existing tax Problem of the cast laid 
ciside so she could do the tax returns of others she’ ll‘ complete the COUP index). 

1,76 adaed - r ohn Clifford to my to-do Archives list. "Charlotte files”- 
are they separate? Can they readily be checked as such? or ere you sug-estinr j 

S=rs„f 1C USt tw "*•"»«* to “«!«««’ I turn. !, lei “? 


. _ Burkley file: while I am not in accord with what you ssv. to be certain 
that I consider it mors completely when I return to that 9 especially when I resume 
Ky f r ' aS V riting relating to it. I’ll copy this part and file" it in that file. 

y fi * st ^ y disagreement is with "there would have been no reason for him to 
record such material". Did I not send you copies of what he did record, Sat was 

8 ? afc0Ut W f lcn Es il8s maintained this frightening silence? Vies he not 
1 . u ® personal physician, tne man witii tne most direct responsibility? 

tk .“tlT® « * »•*««*•• P^slciaa act only for T.diocl purcoc.a, 

xor this does not require a military men, which is always the case. It recuires 
a competent medical man only. He had this assignment to serve special, protective 
functions, and these, aside from his position, required that were he to’ .make any 
icinu 0 - record of tne tragedy, it be more tha sentimental slop. If ha felt it not 

•’Moh Pri 5 Jt 't ta8 ^ Ce RXcludQ tae medlcal stuff fror this "report", the purposes of 
_ hich were to mere a record, they he had to make a reference in tn> report to where 
he Qia record tae medical material. Remember, he wrote this after reading and 
approving the proetocol he knew to be utterly false. ~ 

Precisely the equivalent is true of the SS reports. In some cases the men 
0 , d dare rerord indications, but these are not the reports of men assigned to pro- 
tect the I resident who then account for whet hap-aned to him. They had to neve been 
en orde ^ s for . alA pf then tc h ave omitted identically the same essential data. If 
there may be nothing sinister about this (and for there not to be there must be 
reports oi «uich we knew nothing), it certainly is exceptional. These are professional 
“f’ 8na ., tue ^ r profession Includes investigation and reperting-of essentials, not crap 

ol W i Cil y ° U ref8r r88lly d ° esa,t exist ’ for til9y not recruited 
or trained as bodyguards. 

, . . . . If l ? ow heve no time tc carry it further, I would not assume tne FBI 
isb letter contains no issrxxtxussxxsxisxixz less than is in th? report (CDS’ 151) 
for we hove learns' the FBI regularly holds back and deceives, and if there were no 
reason, tne easiest and more proper thing would have been to have sent the report. 

1 iToe, in tne future, I can remember to demend it, 

Tha SS statements in the Burkley files are only those referring to him. 

By now you have seen what I have done with the ITT on w arrio , 

If you got your conies from the Ferrie name file, it has be!I 7 an " S * 


radically changed since. 



Refer to my recent letter on this. There is nothing in it now. Taere w S = once e 
separate file of the CD 75 pages, but taat also is gutted, now containing but a 

=«H*o n "i° r8 Si. a a^“ 8in,a I9p ' ,rts "" 1 tM " k " '■Itte.telj, I'll file a separate 

b „* T +nin J^ r f /2: sup P° se there is no reason for going further on Goodman (Maury) 

-his? A 7 f ^ COpy 0f whateTer referred to. Would you undertake 

.his/ After Jin’s last letter, I think he’d be in my classl 

L v ,/ lcl Sr * r *f ht iR su SS“sting I ought to check the Rankin-Row ley corres 

my 3/15) at the Archives myself, but I’ll not promise to because tnere is a limit 

i “ ?»■ •-» i t m r t atui : a to Mt “ 8 - 1 *■“* *“* «- 1 ££.”», r “ 

Senate ^st^pTSi! 1 *° “ ^ ““»• p ^ our 

0aOTa1 , r copied tbs Bartimo paragraph and put that in the file for A^ent 

(Just got card from Johann Rush Sat. He’ll be writing further.) 

T , u , Ti ’™ Bach /Burton/iuidrew8: we are in accord. I regard this as significant 
^rM^thfe ?? **?? f roE1 7° have phoned him twice ^tSufSs * 

e r™n ® t ’ ^ S nisht wrote 4TOn about sone thing else that may trigger 

myself°^and 1 Cil f e of you 1 dimply cannot undertake 

r?f , } 0a " .“?*• you also “»y “ti, could you keep a list of minimal things you 

I tnink ° ii 77 7 r -- aen > 11 x get back tnere, I can undertake them. 

‘ J - li^e^y tuey will want raa there for toe Thornley case, whenever it 

P° ssl ly on “ ri ® hethell one, though less likely by far. But I regard this 
wa^c^rpfn? 50 ^ • b „ (1U ^i e ® isnificani:; ’.l aever believed Andrews made that up and he 
Quite th'- o pc site 2 ' Ul °~ 0Ur iuterviews » n ' :,veA ' to suggest to me that he 11 a d. Rather 

.. t ’'' s ®y 3/le in reierence to the ^uialines only or both it and the Free— 

aom of Information Act? I also would be willing to argue in court that material 
cannot b withheld on the ground it would tend to defame if the alleged defamation 
was a matter of wide public knowledge. The issue, as I now recall, is not really" 
Fe f r * 9 * ut uhose associated with him. My argument on the indexes is taat taev have 
not hidden the relationships between Ferrie and these men wnere that, reletionshiu 
were it to be known, would tend to defame. 1 ’ 

. ... t GD 1P 40:19 enclosed. I’m almost out 0 : paper, so until I tell you I’ve 

b en a ole to geu a new supoly, would you ask for what is., urgent and keen a list for 
-men I tell you _L*ve gotten more? 

If 1 haven’t told you, I did speak to Bud. Subject to the other arrenge- 

f® 11 ! S 11 ^ ready 1 m ® d ! by ais two 1 r « e families, hia and his wife’s by former marriages, 
e would he glad to nave you stay in nis large house. But these are active kids, 
into everything, ana he doesn t try and keep up with tuera ( could he?). Let me know 
you a like to ao that (ana save $$$). He offered to write you but I said I’d be 
oing 1 „ anyway. If you work nights at the Archives and stay there, I think you’d 
iroca bly require cab part of the way (from the closest bus line) when Bud couldn’t 
meet you, as i think ne would when it is possible. It is not necessary to make orior 
arrangements of any kind with me, for we live quietly and have overnight guests only 
raraiy. I now Q0 not expect Moo. The only one I expect in the near future is Trunzo, 
ana if you and he coincide, we have a sofa bed besides the snare roa. But if you 
v.ant transportation, etc., tnat I would like to know. I’ll resume with rest Inter. 

Best 



